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Sir: 
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AUTHORIZATION TO DEBIT ACCOUNT 

It is belie v\ J that no extensions of ume or fees are reqamul. he>ond those that 
ma> othemise be provided f or [ n documents accompamine this paper. llo\se\ct\ m the 
c\cm thai additional extensions of time are uecessai} to allow consideration of this papeu 
such extensions are hereb> petitioned undet 37C.LR ^ 1 130(a)- and an> fees tequtred 
{including fees for net addition of claims; are hesebx authorized to be charged to Hewlett- 
Packard Development ( ompam's deposit aecouut no. 08-2025. 
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L REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest is Hewlett-Packard Development Company. LP, a 
limited partnership established under the laws of the State of Texas and having a 
principal, place of business at 20555 STL 240 Houston, TX 77070. U.S.A. (hereinafter 
UPDO"). HPDC is a Texas limited partnership and is a wholi) -owned affiliate of 
Hewlett-Packard Company, a Delaware Corporation, headquartered in Palo Alto. CA. 
The general or managing partner of HPDC is HPQ Holdings, LLC. 

II. RELATED APPE ALS AND IV! LRKEREMTS 

Ihete aie no known teldted appeals ot mietteienees known to appellant, the 
appellant's legal lepiesentattse oi assignee thai will dneeih ailea oi be duett!} aliened 
b\ oi ha\e a K-anng on the \ppeal Boat J N deuMon m the pending appeal 

TIL STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-17 stand finally rejected. The rejection of claims 1-17 is appealed. 

IV. STATUS OF .AMENDMENTS 

No amendments were made after recei pt of the Final Office Ac tion. All 
amendments have been entered, 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SI IUECT MATTER 

fix following prwudes a concise explanation of the sublet matter defined in 
each of the claims imohed in the appeal, referring to the specification b\ pace and line 
number and to the drawings b> reference characters, as required b\ 3~ t .f .R. 
■J 41 ,37{c)( \ ){\). 1 ach element of the claims is identified h> a corresponding reiereuce to 
the specification and drawings where applicable. Note that the citation to passages in the 
spec i ileal ion and drawings ioreaeh claim element does noi imph thai the limitations 
in>m the specification and drawings should be read into the corresponding claim element 
oi that these are tht sole sources in the specification supporting the claim features. 

As explained in the ^ummaiy oi the 1 mention section, embodiments a?e dnected 
to auditing an electronic auction on an auction site One method audits an electronic 
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auction on an auction site that hosts an auction for a seller through an auction 
management module. The method includes allowing a plurality of actual bidders to place 
bids in the auction and generating a simulated bidder through an auction auditing module, 
wherein the simulated bidder places a bid in the auction. Next, the auction behavior is 
audited based on the bid placed by the simulated bidder. (See Summary paragraph 
[0012]}. 

Claim I 

A system for auditing an electronically based auction (Fig. 1, #38), which is 
located on an auction site (Fig. 1, #36), comprising: 

(a) an auction management module (Fig. 1 , #24), located on the auction site (Fig. 
1, #36), wherein the auction management module manages the auction for a seller 
(paragraphs [001 1], [0025 - 0027]); and 

(b) an auction auditing module (Fig. L #20), in communication with the auction 
management module, to audit the auction taking place on the auction site (paragraphs 
[0011], [0025-0027]). 

Claim 10 

A system for auditing an electronically based auction (Fig. 1, #38), which is 
located on an auction sue (1 ig 1 , ^ ^oh compnsmg 

{ai an auction management module ti ig 1. ^24> located on the auction mk (I tg 
I w^fil wheiem the auction management module ho^ts the auuion foi a ><Jiei 
trwijui aphs 1 001 1 j. [U0^ - W2"}) 

{b) a pluiahu ol actual hicldet inputs, associated vuth the auction management 
module to allow attu.il biddeis to place bids m the auction on the auction sue 
tpaiagiaphs f002<)j. [<)0V> 00*7) i, 

te) an auction auditing module <1 ig L '20), m communication wish the auction 
management module, to audu an auction taking place on the auction site (paiagiaph^ 
[0011], [0025 -"0027"]); and 
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(J) bimukued bidder data. controlled b\ the auction auditing module, to submit at 
least one hid to the auction {paiagiaplts [001 1 j. [002X 002*J|). 

Claim 14 

A method tor auditing an eleetronicalh based auction, which is located on an 
auction site that manages an auction lor a seller through an auction management module, 
comprising the steps of: 

(a) allowing a pluraiit) of actual bidders to place bidt> in Hie auction (paragraphs 
[0029 J. [0036 - 0037]): 

(b) generating a simulated bidder through an auction auditing module {paragraph 
[002S]): 

(o teeei\ing a bid from the Mmulated bidder in the auction (paragraph [0021J j); 

and 

(d) auditing the auction's behavior based on the bid placed by the simulated bidder 
(paragraphs [0012], [0029 j). 
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VI. CROHN PS OF RtCJECI ION i O BE KKVIKWSO ON APPEAL 

Claims' 10-13 and 14-17 are rejected undei 35 I'SC ? 112. second paragraph. a.s 
failing to particular!} point out and claim the subject maue-i 

Chums I 8, 10-1 L H-P ate rejected ondei M I SC § li)">U) a> being 
unpatentable o^r CM>\ 6.012.045 (Bur/ika) in uew of I Sl'N (>,ov:j)82 {Ilambtechtt 

Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Barzilai in view ofHambrecht and US 2004/0143542 (Magi!!). 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Barzilai in 
view ofHambrecht and eBay: "'Shill Crazy all These Years" (eBay). 

Claims 14-1 7 are rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Barzilai in view ofHambrecht and Auditing, Second .Edition. 



5 



Appikasioti No. 09/955,670 
Appeal Brief 



VII. ARGUMENT 

1 he rejections of claims I 17 are improper, and Applicant respect fuih requests 
reversal of these rejections. 

(lie claims do not stand or fall together. Instead. Applicant presents separate 
arguments for various the independent claims, 1 ach of these arguments L> ,>epai'uteh 
argued below and presented with, separate headings and sub-heading as required b\ 37 
C.F.R. §4l,37(c)(l)(vii). 

< Uim Rejections: 35 I 'S( ^112 

Claims 10-1 3 and 14-1 " aie i ejected imdei ^ I SO ^ 112 second paiayiaph as 
tailing to pattieuiaih point out and claim the subject matta I he Otfiee Vet ion aigues 
that clasiih 10-H aic unclear foi icuting'to illuw biddei > to place bids ' and claims !4~ 
1" ate unclear toi ueitutg "allow my a pluiahn ot actual bidtlets to place bids 
Applicant respectful!) traveises these iciettions 

Section 1 12, second patatuaph, icquncs that the claims paiticuiatU point out and 
dMincih claim the subject mallei which an applicant icgatds as his invention lo sauslv 
thi^ thieshold. cl inn teut ttioiH muU allow one skilled in the ait to understand the hounds 
ol the claim svhen lead in hyht ol the speciiication St't / won Re^at t. h antl / wiwei > 'ng 
t m I mud Sum s,o0 \ SVQ 2d 12~2 i:~u{led In 2001} lhus. it on!\ ii ' a 
claim is insoluhlv ambiguous, and no namnvnig conjunction can be ptopeih adopted" 
c in a claim be held is indebnitc Set uf {1 mpha^is added) Ihe I edeiai Oncuit has 
made cicai that "|i|t the meaning ot a claim is direct nable even though the task mas be 
formidable and the conclusions max be one oxer which icasonabie peisorw will 
disagiee " the claim wsll be viewed suffieseutlv cle u to avoid indeujutcue^s Sec hi 

tleatlv. the meaning ol claim-* 10-13 and 14-17 ^ disccrnable Claims 10-1 i 
iccile *1o allow actual biddeis io place bids m the auction on the auction site " I his 
tec nation i> cleat and means what u ^a>s Bidden are allowed to place bids m the auction 
on the auction sue 1 utthcf. claims i4-l" tccitc "allowing a phitalftv ol adu il biddci to 
place bids on the auction " 1 hi s lecitation is clcai and means what it sav s 1*1111 al actual 
bsddets arc allowed to pi kc bids m the auction Vppltc mt s specification pun idc& 
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suppou tot the>e leestatsnns <e\ampie please see paragiaphs |002^ and 0036 003^ | m 
Applicant's specification >. 

1 he law iequnes claim teims to He di^cinable i kn\L\ci. the t-ouit oi C ustoms 
and Patens Vppeals has exptesd) warned thai * hi ami is not to he equated n tth 
oKtUmtUiKss. aswc ha\e said mam tm^s " Ve hi it W/e/, 16 l > I s 1* (,) 5 l >"\ 600 
(I CP \ iT| } (oniphdsi- added J 

\ppl leant icspeettuil} submit- that upon leading the specification one o! onlman 
skill in the an would no; find ddikulU in asecuaimng the meaning ot the phiasc "to 
allow actual bukkts to pkee hid-, in She auction ou She auction -ne " oi the phtase 
' allowing a phnaht\ ot actual biddei to place bids on the auction " I he test ior 
deiiiutenes- uiidei St 112 second paiagiaph is whethei "s hose skilled m the at t 
would undei^tand what is churned when the claim is u-ad m fi^hi of the specification " 
Oitliukmcu^ hn \ V/ai JuvUCJiuits S,k 8061 2d 15^ 1^6. i I SPQ2d 108 k 

ioxs () ed ( n iwji. mp* p mri 02 

hi \iew ot the totegomg Applicant lespcettulh icque-as withdrawal of the 
iCKCuons undei section 1 12, <aind puiagiapb 

( hum Rejections: 35 CS( 4; 103(a) 

(. lamis I 6. X. 10- 1 L i 3-17 aie i ejected under 35 1 st > iO^ia) as being 
unpatentable o\ci I sP\ 6 012 0-PS < Rat/tLii) m wew oi \ SP\ 6.o<>2J)X2 {Hambiedm 
1 his reiectioii is traversed. 

I o establish a puma taue case of obviousness thae basic ctiteifa nuisi be met 
I irst. there mu-t be some -uggesiion oi moio at ion. eithei tn the relctetKCs them^cKcs oi 
m the kiun\ ledge genetalh a\ nlable to one ol oidman s| dl in the ait to roodit) the 
ieieieiin. oi fu combine icieieitee teaehmgs Second theu nntsl be a ic.tsoiuble 
expectation oi success 1 maih . the pnoi ait uted must teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations Vl M P 1 P ^21-P I oi at least the following icasons. \pphcant asseils 
that the rejection doe^ not satusf> these eritena 
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AH Elements Not Taught or Suggested 

All of the elements of the claims are not taught or suggested hi Rarzilai it) view of 
iiambteeht, hi other words, exening assuming arguendo that Bar/ilai and Hambrecht are 
successful!} combinable (which the} are no!}, the alleged combination Joes not teach or 
suggest all the elements m the chums. Some examples tor the independent claims are 
discussed below. 

Independent Claim I tl xamplc 1 } 

independent claim 1 recites "an auction auditing module" that audits an auction. 
Nowhere does Bar/ilai iu view ol Hambrecht teach au auction auditing module . 

1 lambrecht ieaehes an electronic auction foi pi icing and allocating equit} 
securities w ith an underwriting ptoeess {1:1 o-2(J). "( >ne embodiment of the in\ en lion 
pnn ides a s\ stem and method lor determining the final offering puce and allocations of 
stock in a eompam" 1 1: itM2> After an auction closes. ilumbtvchi teaches that an 
accounting linn can tvuew the transaction^ for the oliered stock (see >: 52-64). Nowhere 
doe* 1 kunbreelu teach or e\en suggest an auction auditing module. An accounting firm is 
not an auditing module as this tesm is used in Applicant's specification and known to one 
ot. ordinary skill in the art. 

Applicant acknowledge,-* that Janus must be gnen then broadest interptetation 
during patent examination 1 !owe\ei, thn interpretation muM be a "reasonable 
interpretation consistent nith the specification" i>ve VIPhP 2111 emphasis added) 
Applicant's specification repeated!} use.-* the term "auction auditing module" in a mannef 
consistent with the plain meaning of this tesm. As an example, please read the 
specification at paragraphs 1 0026 - {){)2"\ stating that the auction auditing module is an 
electronic device, evitnpie residing in a server. 

In shott. Hamhreeht Sails to teach or suggest the claim element of an auction 
auditing module, but instead teaches thai auditing occurs by humans at an accounting 
firm. 

Tot at least the>e reasons, claim 1 and its dependent claims are allowable over 
Bar/ilai in \iew ul Hambrecht. 



8 



Appcai Brie: 

independent Claim i (l-'xamplc 2) 

Independent daim 1 resiles mo different modules that are iu communication 
with each other: "an auction module, in Lommuiiieution with the auction management 
module." 1 ir^L the Examiner admits thai Rar/ilai "does not speeificalh disclose die 
concept o{ an audit ol an auction" (see * ).\ mailed 3- 3 I -Oo at p 4*. Applicant agrees with 
this admission, llambreeht tails to cnn. such deficiencies. 

As noted. 1 lumbrecht teaches auctions for underwriting transactions \fter an 
auction closes, an accounting firm (i.e.. human beings) can review the transactions for the 
otlered stuck {sec 3- 52-64) Nowheie docs Hambrechi teach or even suggest that the 
accounting linn is somehow an electronic auditing module. In othet words, the 
combination oi"Bar/iiai and ilambrecht fail to teach or e\en suggest two different 
modules that are m communication w ith each othet "an auction module, sn 
communication with the auction management module," 

i H or at least these reasons, claim 1 and Us dependent claims are allowable over 
Barzilai in view of Ilambrecht, 

Independent Claim i (Example 3) 

Independent claim 1 recites an auction auditing module that audits "an auction 
taking place on the auction Mte." '1 he f\ammer admits that Bar/dai "docs not 
speeificalh disclose ihe concept of an audit of an auction" {see OA mailed 3- >l-0o at p. 
4). So. the issue i- Does Uambrceht teach or ^tugest an auction auditing module that 
audits an auction ""taking place" at an auction site'. 1 liambrecht does not. 

As noted, 1 iambi echt teacher auctions for umlerwnting transactions. After an 
auction closes, an accounting firm can review the transactions tot the offered stock {sec 
iiambreciH at ?>■ 52-(>4). Bv contrast, claim 1 iecite^ a module that audits an auction 
"taking place." In Hambrechi. the auditors review financial transactions after (he auction 
doses, not while the auction is "taking place " 

for at least these reasons, claim 1 and its dependent claims are allowable o\-et 
Barzilai in view of liambrecht. 
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independent Claim iu (1- sample 1 t 

Independent claim 10 recites "an auction auditing module" that audits an auction. 
As ni>ted above in connection with claim i . nowhere dues Bai/Jlai in view of i lambrecht 
teach an auction auditing module. 

i H or at least these seasons, claim 10 and its dependent claims are allowable over 
Barzilai in view of I lainbreeht. 

Independent Claim 10 (l\amplc 2) 

Independent claim 10 iccites two different modules that are in communication 
with each other, "an auction module, m communication with the auction management 
module.''" *\s noted abov e in connection with claim 1 , nowhere does Bai/iiai in \ sew of 
1 iambieeht teach ot suggest these re>. stations. 

h>r at kasi these reasons, claim 10 and its dependent claims aa allowable o\ei 
Barzilai in view of Hambrecht. 

Independent Claim 10 thxample 3) 

Independent claim 10 recites an auction auditing module that audits "an auction 
taking place on the auction -site." As noted above in connection with claim 1. nowhere 
does Barzilai m uew of Hambrecht teach or suggest these iceiutions. 

For at least these reasons, claim 10 and lis dependent claims aie allowable over 
Bar/.ilai in view ot Hambreeht. 

!.Edependem.(..l^ 

Independent claim 10 recites an auction having both actual bidders inputs and 
simulated bidder data. In other wouls. the same electronical!) based auction receives bids 
from both actual bidders and simulated bidders. Bv contrast, Bar/ilai teaches thai 
customers who do not register with she auction service are allowed io pla> an auction 
game and submit fictitious bids (see 2 54-64). ! hesc fictitious bids arc in a game that is 
scpaiatc horn the actual bidders: "1 he computer based method electronical!) blocks 
customers horn becoming bidders and posting bids until those eustomeis have 
electronical!} prcregistered" {2. 37-40). 
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For at least these reasons, claim 10 and its dependent claims are allowable over 
Barzilai in view of Hambreeht. 

Independent. Claim 14 (Example 1) 

Independent claim 14 iecites "generating a simulated bidder through an auction 
auditing module." Bar/dai teaches that customers who do not register with the auction 
»vr\iee ate allowed to plav an auction game and submit fictitious bids (see 2: 54-04 1. 
BatvilaL however, never teaches or even suggest that these fictitious bids aie "thiough an 
auction auditing module." In iact. the Examiner admits that Bar/dai "does not 
speeiilcaih disclose the concept of an audit of an auction" <see OA. at p 4i llambrecht 
ieaches that aftei an auction closes, an accounting firm can review the tiansactions ibi the 
offered stock oee 3. 52-64). Hamhreehi. however, never teaches ot even suggests that 
simulated bids aie submitted ""thiough" this accounting iirm Instead, llambrecht teaches 
that information regarding underwriting is sent to the accountants attei the auction closes 
Further. I Iambi edit never suggests that this information includes live fictitious bids of 
Barzilai. 

For at least these rea&ons. claim 14 and its dependent claims are allowable e">\er 
Barzilai m view of Hambreeht. 

Independent <4aim 14 (Example 2) 

independent claim 14 recites "auditing the auction's hchav sor based on the bid 
placed b\ the simulated bidder." Raf/ilat teaches that customeis who do not register with 
the auction service are allowed to pkt> an auction game and submit fictitious bids tscc 2: 
54-64). liar/iUii, however, never t cache* or even suggest that the^e fictitious bids are 
somehow used to audit the auction's behavior Bv contrast. [Jor/ilai express!} states that 
the fictitious bids arc ptovsded so members or potential customers can learn the auction 
rules (see .19: 20-24). 

for at least these reasons, claim 14 and its dependent claims arc allowable oxer 
Barzilai in view of 1 lambrecht. 
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Response to Examiner's Arguments 

In the Final ( HJlce \etion (OA mailed \ 1 -28-1*6 at p. 2). the F\aminer argues that 
i iambteeht teaches \ arious modules citing column 22, lines 5-(>7. 1 his section oi 
i Limbrecbt teaches architecture oi' an eleeuonie auction Nowheie, hov\o\er. docs 
Hambreeht teach or suggest a module that audits the auction i bete is a hiy difference 
between leaching an electtome arehitectute that pro\ ides an auction iHambreehi) and 
teaching an electionic arehttecUue thai also audits the auction 1 he auction ssstem 
architecture in 1 iambreciu does not pet form this latter timet ton. B\ contrast, Harobtvcht 
teaehe^ that an accounting linn (t c.. human beings) perfoim the auditing of the auction* 
"An Outside Auditor max be emplojed !o re\ tew auction results" 1 1 Limbrecbt at col. 10. 
lines 24-25). 

Lwrs word in a Jasm must He gi\en weight dining prove ut ion. B\ \\a\ of 
example, claim i recites an auction auditing module, A.-* further recited m the claim, this 
auction auditing module audits the auction taking place on the auction site Nowheie does 
Hambreeht teach orexeti suggest a module m his auction system architecture that "audits 
the auction taking place on the auction "■He." \gain. audit Jesuits are "'cut to an 
accounting firm in Hambreeht. 

i Iambi eeht fails to teach two separate modules: < 1 ) an auction management 
module that manages the auction for the seller and t2t an auction auditing module that 
audits the auction taking place on the auction site. I Iambi echt fails so teach or suggest the 
second module. 
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No Suggestion/Moth ation t» Modifv/< ombine References 

For at least the following reasons, no .suggestion or motivation exists to modsh or 
combmo Bar/iiai m view of Slambtecht. 

Hrss, the b\aminer admits that Bar/ilai "Joes not speciikalh disclose the 
concept ut an audit ol an auction" (see * ) \ nun led 3- > I -Oo at p -h Applicant agrees with 
thi.-> admission. To cure this defieicno) . the Office Action cites sevual sections of 
liauibrecht. \ppiieant iespceUulK disagrees. 

1 lambreeiu teaches an eiecuonic auction for pricing and allocating equit) 
securities with an underwriting process (1 :]<i-2(H "One emboJimenf of she invention 
prov ides a s\ stent and method for determining the final offering price and allocations of 
stock in a compam " { 1 ; 3{)-"'-2 ) Aftei an auction closes. 1 Iambi edit teaches that an 
accounting firm can rev tew the transactions for the offered stock. 

Bai/ilai teaches an electronic auction lor selling consumer goods, Bai/ilai 
repealed!) uses the example of selling a pair of Nike shoes Bar/ilai woud not want to 
send a transaction of a shoe sale to the accounting firm as taught in Hamhrecht. 
{ *b\ iousne-'s cannot be established b> combining the teachings of the priot art to produce 
the claimed i mention absent some teaching or suggestion supporting the combination. 
\( 'S IlospUnl >M vents Ine v Hoyntul. 1 2d 1"2. 157". 221 V S.P.Q, 

92s>. *>33 (i ed. Csr ls*i>4). Such teaching ot suggestion does not e\ist. 

Further. Applicant respectfuih assen.s that the bxaroinei is lining knowledge oJ 
Applicant's indention and then perfotming hindsight reconstruction to '•how the \asiou>- 
claim elements in other woids, the Office Action ts picking and choosing teachings from 
numerous isolated sections with no suggestion or moth ation {or such seiceihe 
construction. On this subject, the case law is clear: One cannot use hindsight 
reconstruction to pick and ehoo.se among isolated disclosures in the prior ait to deprecate 
the claimed im ention. In * e / "we. 837 K2d 10" K 5 T kS.P.O 2d 15% f fed. Cir 1 *>88) 
For at least these reasons, a prima facie case of obvious has not been established. 
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Claim Rejections: 35 ( S< § 103(a) 

Claims 7 an J 9 are rejected under "*5 CSC if 103(a) as being unpatentable o\cr 
Bar/ilai in Mew o] lianibreehi and (IS 2004 0143542 iMagiii). Claim 12 is reieeted 
under 35 CSC (f 103(a) as being unpatentable mei Bar/das in \icw of Hambreehi and 
eBa> Claims 34- 1 7 are rejected under 35 CSC ;> 103{a> as being unpatentable o\er 
Bar/dai in 'uew ofl lambi'eeht and Auditing Second Fdstion. Magsii, eBay, and \isduing 
Second bdstioo tail to cure the deficiencies noted ubtne with respect 10 Ikavilai and 
Kambiccht. Thus, for at least the reasons gi\en a\u!i respect to the respective independent 
claims, dependent claims 7- 4 ). 12. and 14-1" are allowable. 
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CONCLUSION 

in view of the above. Applicant respectfully requests the Board of Appeals to 
reverse the Examiner's rejection of all pending claims. 

Am inquiry regarding this Amendment and Response should he directed to Philip 
S. I. > rcfi at Telephone No. 832-236-5529. In addition, all correspondence should 
continue to be directed to the following address: 



H ew iett-Packard Co mpa ny 

intellectual Property Administration 
P.O. Box 272400 

Fort Collins. Colorado 80527-2400 



Respectfully submitted, 

/Philip S. Lyren #40,709/ 

Philip S. Lyren 
Reg. No. 40,709 
Ffi: 832-236-5529 
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V III. Claims Appendix 

1 . (original) A ssstem tor auditing an eleetronieulh bused auction, sshieh is located on an 
auction site, comprising: 

<a) an auction management module, loeated on the auction site, wherein the 
auction management module manages the auction for a seller: and 

{M an auction auditing module, in communication with the miction management 
module, to audit the auction taking place on the auction site. 

2. {original t \ s\stem as in claim 1. wherein die auction auditing module audits the 
auction so serifs that the auction functions, in a manner consistent vsith represented 
procedures of the auction site, 

3. (original) A system as in claim 1, further comprising a data verification component to 
serif} thai data submitted to the auction is represented accurate!} in the auction. 

4. (original* A. ssstem as in claim 1, further comprising a data verification component to 
\ erifs that a correct winning bidder s\as selected. 

5. {original) A ssstem as in ciatm 4. further comprising simulated bidder data, wherein 
the simulated bidder data is removed in the background from the auction management 
module in the esent that the simulated bidder data wins the auction and a ne\t best bidder 
is selected and reported to a seller. 

<i. (original) A s\ stent as tn eiaiit) L further comprising a plural its of actual bidder inputs, 
which enable submission oi bids to the auction through the auction management module. 

7. {original * \ ssstem as in claim I. further comprising an audit server to host the auction 
auditing module, wherein the auction auditing module is in networked communication 
with the auction management module. 
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8. {.original t \ s\siem as in claim 1, further comprising an auction server that hosts the 
auction management module. 

9. (original) A. system as in claim 8, wherein the auction auditing module is hosted on an 
auction sen or with the auction management module 

10 (original) A s>stem for auditing an eieetronicails based auction, v\hieh is located on 
an auction she, comprising: 

{a) an auction management module. iocaSed ou She auction site, w herein the 
auction management module hosts the auction for a seller: 

(b) a pluraiiu of aesuai biddei inputs, associated with the auction management 
module, to allow actual bidders, to place bids in the auction on the auction site: 

{c) an auction auditing module, in communication with the auction management 
module, to audit an auction taking place on the auction site: and 

(d) simulated bidder data, controlled b> the auction auditing module, to submit at 
least one bid to the auction. 

11. (original) A system as in claim 10, further comprising a data verification component 
to verity that data submitted to the auction with the simulated bidder data is represented 
accurately and that a correct winning bidder is selected. 

12. (original) A system as in claim 10 further comprising a shi.il detection module located 
in the auction audit module that detects the possibility that a seller is using a skill who is 
making bids in the auction. 

1 3. (original) A sxstem as iu 10. wherein the simulated bidder data includes at leat-t one 
bid io \erif\ that bids are represented aeeuiatcl\ in the auction management module 

14. (original) A method for auditing an electronically ha^ed auction, which is located on 
an auction site that manages an auction for a seller through an auction management 
module, comprising the steps of: 
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iu) allowing a pluraht\ ol actual biddeis !o place bids sn the auction: 
{hi generating a simulated bidder through an miction auditing module, 
(o iceeiung a bid from tlie simulated bidder in the auction; and 
{J) auditing the auction's behu\ ior based on the bid placed b> the simulated 

bidder. 

1 5 (original i A method as in chum 14. wherein the step of auditing the auction'* behas an 
fui tber comprises the stepoi determining if the auction is fairhv \erif\mg that Hie 
simulated bidder'-* bid is repiesented aecutateh b\ the auction management module 

1 6. (oiiginali \ method as in claim 14. w herein the step of nudising the auction's bel^n jor 
thither comprises the step of \aii dating thai a best hid wa,> programmaticaih .selected b> 
the auction management modisk as a winnei of the auction. 

1 ~. (original) -\ method a* ni claim 14, u herein the step of auditing the auction beho\ ior 
futther comprises the slep of \eiihing the aeeutacs ot all competing bid" - lo determine 
whether or not a correct auction winner w as selected. 

18. (withdrawn) A method for auditing an electronically based auction, which is located 
on an auction site thai manages an a tie ti on for a seller through an auction management 
module, wherein the audit is performed when the auction is acme, comprising the steps 
of: 

(a) interrupting online opetations o! the auction and auction management module: 

(b) inhibiting an\ modifications to the auction and auction management module: 
{c) executing a ^similated auction t^ing simulated bidders and a simulated seller; 
(d) auditing the auction and auction management module based on the simulated 

auction: 

<e) returning the auction and auction management module to online operations. 

IV. (withdrawn) A method as in claim 1 ^. wherein the step of auditing the auction and 
auction management module further comprise* the step of \ erii> ing that a correct auction 
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winner was selected based on simulated bids made by the simulated bidders. 

20. (withdrawn) A method as in el aim 18. wherein the step of auditing the auction and 
auction management module further comprises the step of verifying output from the 
auction management module based on simulated bids made by the simulated bidders. 

2 ) . (withdrawn) A method as in claim 1 8. wherein the step of auditing the auction and 
auction management module further comprises the step of verifying displayed description 
output from the auction management module for an. auction item submitted by the 
simulated seller. 
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IX. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 
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